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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S199375 G043831 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 DANA POINT, CITY OF v.  

   BEACH CITIES  

   COLLECTIVE/(TRAUDT) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 20, 2012. 

 

 

 S199557 D057446 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 SAN DIEGO, CITY OF v.  

   BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF  

   THE CALIFORNIA STATE  

   UNIVERSITY 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 20, 2012. 

 

 

 S199558 G041904 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. VALDEZ, JR.,  

   (VINCENT JULIAN) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 25, 2012. 

 

 

 S199559 B229287 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 GEORGE (ANDREW) v.  

   AUTOMOBILE CLUB OF  

   SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 20, 2012. 

 

 

 S199565 F061594 Fifth Appellate District BAEZA (DANIEL A.) v. S.C.  

   (CASTLE & COOKE  

   CALIFORNIA, INC.) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 20, 2012. 
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 S199677 E055340 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 McKINNON (DIONE LAMAR)  

   v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 25, 2012. 

 

 

 S199699 A133489 First Appellate District, Div. 1 WASHINGTON-MAURIE  

   (CORRIN) v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 26, 2012. 

 

 

 S199700 B222959 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. JENNINGS  

   (RAYMOND LEE) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 26, 2012. 

 

 

 S199715 B220185 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. ROBINSON (ERIC  

   MARK) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 26, 2012. 

 

 

 S029551   PEOPLE v. JOHNSON (JOE  

   EDWARD) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Melissa Lipon’s representation 

that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by November 19, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 18, 2012.  After that date, only three 

further extensions totaling about 180 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S057242   PEOPLE v. SPENCER  

   (CHRISTOPHER ALAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Arthur P. Beever’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by April 9, 2012, counsel’s request 

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to April 9, 2012.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 
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 S087773   PEOPLE v. GOMEZ (RUBEN  

   PEREZ) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Lynne S. Coffin’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by March 15, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to March 15, 2012.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S097668   PEOPLE v. SHERMANTINE,  

   JR., (WESLEY HOWARD) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to May 21, 2012. 

 

 

 S136800   PEOPLE v. MORALES  

   (ALFONSO IGNACIO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Diane E. Berley’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by November 1, 2012 counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 4, 2012.  After that date, only three 

further extensions totaling about 180 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S188161 A125471 First Appellate District, Div. 5 TOMLINSON (FRED) v.  

   COUNTY OF  

   ALAMEDA/(WONG) 

 Order filed 

 The request of real parties in interest to allocate to amicus curiae League of California Cities et al. 

15 minutes of real parties’ in interest 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted. 

 

 

 S199384 B238097 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 APPLE, INC. v. S.C.  

   (KRESCENT) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on March 14, 2012, signed by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, 

Corrigan, and Liu, JJ., granting the petition for review is hereby amended to read in its entirety: 

 The petition for review is granted. 

 The Los Angeles County Superior Court is ordered to show cause in this court why the relief 

sought in the petition for writ of mandate should not be granted. 
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 Chin, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 

 S199406 B238138 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 eHARMONY, INC. v. S.C.  

   (LUKO) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on March 14, 2012, signed by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, 

Corrigan, and Liu, JJ., granting the petition for review is hereby amended to read in its entirety: 

 The petition for review is granted. 

 The Los Angeles County Superior Court is ordered to show cause in this court why the relief 

sought in the petition for writ of mandate should not be granted. 

 Chin, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 

 S199412 B238129 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 TICKETMASTER LLC v. S.C.  

   (LUKO) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on March 14, 2012, signed by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, 

Corrigan, and Liu, JJ., granting the petition for review is hereby amended to read in its entirety: 

 The petition for review is granted. 

 The Los Angeles County Superior Court is ordered to show cause in this court why the relief 

sought in the petition for writ of mandate should not be granted. 

 Chin, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 


